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POLITICAL STATEMENT OF TH g COALITION 
IN SUPPORT OF DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA 

Starting laat December 25, 19?8, 180,000 Vietnamese troops, 
with the full backing of the Soviet Union, sharply escalated 
their year-long war of aggression againBt neighboring Democratic 
Kampuchea (formerly Cambodia), Vietnam and the Soviet Union have 
attempted to justify to the world their aggression aa an -internal 
affair" among Kampucheans. They have concocted a puppet front 
claiming to be the legitimate government of Kampuchea. The 
"Kampuchean United Front for National Salvation" has absolutely 
no support from the maases of Kampuchean people. 

The Coalition in Support of Democratic Kampuchea has been 
formed to publicize the real story of the Soviet-Vietnamese in- 
vasion, educate the people of the U.S., and help build support 
for the just struggles of the Kampuchean people and their sov- 
ereign government, led by Prime Minister Pol Pot. This is part of 
the larger goal of continuing to forge friendship between the 
people of the U.S. and Kampuchea. We have united around these 
four principles i 1) We oppose the Yietnamese-Soviet invasion, 
2 J We demand a total pullout of all foreign troops from Kampuchea, 
3) We oppose the puppet government and demand that it be granted 
no political recognition, k) Wo support Democratic Kampuchea, led 
by Prime Minister Pol Pot, as the force leading the struggle 
against the invasion. 

The recent debate in the Security Council of the U.N. has 
sharply exposed the Soviet's role in the invasion of Kampuchea. 
The Soviet Union was thoroughly isolated when it vetoed a resolu- 



tion calling for the withdrawal of all foreign troops from Kampu- 
chea, Every day, more and more countries and peoples of the world 
are coming out against their aggression. 

Millions of people in the U.S. protested and organized to stop 
the United States* aggression in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia during 
the 1960's and ?0's. Their activities contributed very greatly to 
bringing that aggression to an end. we are again calling on pro- 
gressive people in the U.S. to protest and condemn another aggress- 
ive war in Southeast Asia. What is happening in Kampuchea is not 
a question of Cambodian rebels overthrowing their government, nor 
a question of two neighboring countries warring over a border dis- 
pute. The invasion of Kampuchea is a cold and calculated attacX in 
violation of the independence and sovereignty of that country. It 
is also a direct threat to peace on a worldwide scale* 

The heroic people of Kampuchea are seasoned in struggle. 
Through protracted people's war they have defeated the French and 
U.S. imperialists, and they will defeat the new aggressors now. 

The Coalition calls upon all progressive and peace-loving 
people to unite with us in condemning the Soviet-Vietnamese inva- 
sion of Kampuchea, in calling for the withdrawal of all foreign 
troops from Kampuchea, in support of the independence of the 
Kampuchean people and the sovereignty of their country. 



VIETNAM AND SOVIET UNION, OUT OF KAMPUCHEA)! 
LONG LIVE THE KAMPUCHEAN REVOLUTION'! 
LONG LIVE DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA!! 



LIST OF COALITION MEMBERS 



A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE VIETNAMESE AGGRESSION 
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Communist Party, M-L 
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League of Proletarian Revolution 
League of Revolutionary Struggle 
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Revolutionary Youth League 
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As this pamphlet goes to press, the armed forces of Vietnam 
have more or less completed their occupation of the major cities 
of Kampuchea (Cambodia), and are now trylnp, to "pacify" the 
country, and p;ain international recognition for the "government" 
they have set up in Phnom Penh. 

This conflict poses a very seriouB problem for everyone who 
considers himself politically progressive, or Is in sympathy with 
Rational liberation movements. Kampuchea has had such bad press — 
not only from known reactionaries, but from elements of the Left 
as well--that one might hesitate to cone to its defense i yet it 
has clearly been the victim of outright aggression by Vietnam. 
This is most bewildering, since a few years aao Vietnam seemed to 
be the very model of a modern liberation strupn,le. Clearly, the 
movement for national liberation has reached a major turning point 
with the development of this extremely sharp contradiction between 
two newly-liberated countries. 

In all such cases, the situation does tend to seem confusing 
at first sipht. Yet there is no room for neutrality i a principled 
position must be worked out. And such a position must rest on an 
understanding of the forces at work and their historical develop- 
ment. We offer the following brief outline as a step in that direc- 
tion. 



BACKGROUND i TO FALL 1977 

During the struggles against French colonialism and U.J. 
imperialism, the Kampuchean and Vietnamese revolutionaries had 
been uneasy yokefellows at beet. Kampuchea is a wnall but ex- 
tremely fertile countryi Vietnam is much more populous, and 
underwent a greater degree of industrialization during the colo- 
nial period, but iB chronically rice-poor. Furthermore, Kampuchea 
occupies a highly strategic position with respect to Vietnam. 
Under theae circumstances, it Is not surprising that the tempta- 
tion waet felt even in the early years of the liberation movement 
in Vietnam, and found expression in the line of the "Indochinese 
Federation- — a line which simply ignored the whole question of 
Kampuchean national independence. 



In the years immediately following World War II, the Vietna- 
mese revolutionary forces formed a considerable presence on Kampu- 
chean territory. As yet, there existed no organized Kampuchean 
revolutionary movement! bo the Vietnamese forces had the field 
pretty much to themselves. After the Geneva Accords of 195^, the 
Vietnamese were obliged to withdraw from Kampucheai at the same 
time, the revolutionaries i.n Kampuchea were organizing themselveB 
and growing in strength and influence. In i960, the Communist 
Party of Kampuchea was organized and its political line formulated. 
At the same time, Diem's repression of the revolutionary forces in 
South Vietnam had inflicted such heavy losses on them that the 
decision had to be made to return ta armed struggle there. Sanc- 



tuaries and lines of supply were Bet up for these Vietnamese forces 
in Kampuchean territory with the tacit permission of the existing 
government. 

The desire to have the strategic rear under their own control 
led the Vietnamese leadership to make repeated attempts to "inte- 
grate* the Kampuchean revolution with their own by means of unified 
commands and organs of administration—which, in practice, would 
have meant subordinating the Kampuchean revolutionary struggle 
entirely to the tactical needB of the struggle in South Vietnam. 
In particular, the Vietnamese leadership tried to discourage the 
Kampuchean revolutionary forces from carrying out armed Btruggle 
and establishing base areas in the countryside, so an not to imperil 
their connections with the existing Kampuchean government. Through- 
out the 13ixtieB this tendency came into increasingly Bharp conflict 
with the indigenous revolutionary forces in Kampuchea. 

This Vietnamese attitude had the backing of the U.S.S.R. for a 
number of reasons 1 in the short term, a desire to keep the current 
Kampuchean government well-disposed toward the U.:>,3.R., and, on a 
longer view, the realization that an independent Kampuchean revolu- 
tionary force would imperil the ultimate goal of a monolithic, 
Moscow-oriented Indochina on China's southern border and strate- 
gically placed to dominate all Southeast Asia. Throughout the Six- 
ties , and hb late aB 1972, Moscow attempted to liquidate the problem 
of an independent Kampuchean revolutionary movement by setting up 
rival parties under ito own control. These parties were encouraged 
to play electoral politics and engage in various political maneuvers, 
but avoid armed struggle. 



After the Lon Nol coup of 1970. it became necessary for Hanoi 
to mend itn fences with the Kampuchean revolution, since the struggle 
in Jouth Vietnam required sanctuaries, bases, supply routes, and 
provisions in areaa controlled by the <\ampuchean revolutionary forces, 
but this did not lead to any re-evaluation of the overall situation 
either in Hanoi or Moscow. In 1072-73. at the PariB negotiations, 
Henry Kissinger offered the V ie tnanefre billions of dollars worth of 
aid, on the condition that Hanoi could prevail on the Kampuchean 
revolutionary forces to ap,r ee to a cease-fire and negotiations. The 
Vietnamese leaderghip found nothing improper in this proposal, and 
in ffict ::ut considerable pressure on the Kampuchaans to agree to it 
--at a tine when the Kampuchea*! revolution was clearly doing very 
well and could only have lost ground in negotiations . The Kajupuch- 
ean aide stood firm, to the intense annoyance of the Vietnamese, 
whose den ire to apeak for all of Indochina had been balked a&ain . 



After the liberation of the two countries in 1975, Hanoi was 
still determined to fulfill this dssiro, and took immediate steps 
to do ao. Vietnamese troops remained on Kampuchean territoryi and 
Hanoi wan alow to remove than, in npite of repeated requests from 
the revolutionary government of Kampuchea, These troops created 
border incidents in arena where the frontier was vaguely demarcated, 
which were publicized by Hanoi aa thou-h Kampuchean forces had de- 
liberately made incursions into area* internationally recognized as 
Vietnamese. Coastal iBlanda were seized by Vietnamese troops with- 
out any prior attempt at negotiation. The details of this -border 
conflict- are too complex to recount fully here. Generally speak- 
ing, however, history permits us to observe that border disagree- 
ments, as such, are not particularly difficult to solve — unless one 



of the parties is seeking to exploit them for quite another purpose, 
was this the case in the Khmero-Vietnameae "border conflict" , and, 
if so, which was the offending party? Subsequent events, perhaps, 
best enable us to decide. 



During this period, certain highly militaristic and aggressive 
groupings in the military and intelligence services of the U . LS . and 
Thailand jaw opportunity in Kampuchea's embattlement. In the belief 
that Kampuchea was weak and isolated, and in the hope of recovering 
some of their own lost influence in Southeast Asia, these elements 
set up emigre armed forces—including elements of the old Khmer Serei 
— which carried out raids against Kampuchea from sanctuaries along 
the Thai border. At the same time, the attempt was made to prepare 
public opinion for some further form of intervention. Hence a prop- 
aganda campaign almost unequalled for its lurid inventiveness. 

Space does not permit us to analyse this campaign of ■lahder 
as it deserves. Ample historical parallels exist, and as usual in 
such cases, the various horror stories so eagerly told and re-told 
by the press rest on an utterly insubstantial foundation of evidence. 
In this case, the "evidence" consists of tales told to carefully 
•elected reporters by carefully selected "refugees" in prison camps 
in Thailand, and a few star performers allowed to go on to France 
■nd the U.S. Such recitals are known to have been among the condi- 
tions of asylum. 

Normally, of course, such stories would have been investigated 



a nd critics by progressives , and at first they were.* -at 
thpn Vietnam, Tor its own reasons, added it, voice to the chorus- 
Porrowlns Western press report* far the purpose and rebroadcast.ng 
them over Radio Hanoi. Sectors of the liberal press who have 
bought the line that <ietn„m is an independent "regional" power, 
Play.nble gainst the ooviet Union or China, decided that Kampuchea 
„i ah t as well be sacrificed. And many progressives either found 
themselves in agreement with the "Indochineae federation- line, 
or decided to pur. their money on the favorite, or were convinced 
by the auuarent unanimity of condemnation, so the voices raised 
in Kampuchea's noj'ense were few. 

II 
r'ALL 1977— i^ALL 197&" 

ijy Kail of 1977, it was clear to Hanoi that a different 
strategy would b*= needed. Their attempts to subvert the indepen- 
dence of Kampuchea and its revolution had met with little successi 
the revolutionary government of Kampuchea had the supuort of the 
people, and was successfully rebuilding the country and develop- 
ing its economy. This fact, plus steadily increasing external 
trade and international political support for Democratic Kampuchea, 
made it necesnary for Hanoi to move quickly if its ambitions were 



*See Cambodiai Starvation and Kevolution . by George C. 
Hildebrand and Gareth Porter. Porter, a staunch friend of Hanoi, 
subsequently decided that the stories were true after all — 
shortly after the Vietnamesa invasion in 1977. 



ever to be realized. Thus it was decided to strike quickly and 
in force, and present the world with a fait accompli . 

In December of that year, fourteen Vietnamese divisions 
struck across the border and moved deeply into Kampuchean terri- 
tory, There could no lonr.er be any quest Lion of a border conflicti 
tank columns were heading for i-hnom 1'enh. It is clear thnt the 
Vietnamese intended, at the very least, to take over the entire 
-astern half of the country, and to move across the Mekong and 
occupy as mjch territory as possible on its western bank. 

It appears, however, that they seriously underestimated 
either the loyalty and diaciplino of the Kampuchean army, or its 
ability to defend itself, regroup quickly and counterattack in 
force, and at a time of its own choosing. The Vietnamese commandors 
may have believed that their initial onslaught had thrown the Kam- 
puchean forces into a disorganized rout. In any case, not bother- 
ing with "moopin?'. up"— a task which might have proved rather diffi- 
cult—the Vietnamese forces bypassed large Kampuchean troop concen- 
trations and continued their forward push. They discovered their 
mistake when simultaneous attacks on the flanks and rear of their 
columnF forced them onto the defensive and robbed their advance of 
its momentum. Having lost that momentum, they had lost alii the 
Vietnamese columns found themselves deep in Aampuchean territory, 
strung out along the highways, vulnerable on their flanks, cut off 
from their rear, and under constant, heavy attack. Getting this 
far into Kampuchea had been surprisingly caayi getting out proved 
to be more difficult. By early January of 1978, the invading armies 
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had struggled back to the border, suataining heavy losses, and 
retired to lick their wounds. 

Their "Karate chop" strategy had rather embaraasingly failed. 
Further attempts were made at coupe d'etat, employing agents within 
Kampuchea for the purpoae , but these also failed, and after the 
discovery of one auch plan, in Hay of 1978, in a message to the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kampuchea, Llamdech 
Norodom Sihanouk observed! 

-No matter whether it is an imperialist big power or an 
expansionist country, whoever ventures to encroach on Demo- 
cratic Kampuchea in any way will aurely suffer a moat igno- 
minious defeat. " 



FALL 1978 TO THE PRESENT 

By this time, militarization of the Vietnamese economy was 
creating serious strains. Industrial development was falling 
increasingly behind schedule (falling short of planned quotas by 
1596 at the end of 1978, according to Vietnamese official figures). 
The agricultural sector, still largely unmodernized. , was extended 
to the utmost and encountering serious difficulties — 19?8 saw a 
rice deficit of three million metric tona--and conscription and 
austerity were producing discontent and resentment among the people. 
But to abandon the scheme of conquest would mean risking the lose 
of aid, now vital, from Moscow 1 so another step was taken on the 
path of economic and political dependence, and the Vietnamese 
leadership went back to the bank in the Kremlin. Vietnam joined 
the CMiiA ("COMECON") in June , 1978, and signed a treaty of friend - 
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ship nnJ cooperation, containing a military assistance clause, with 
the u.S.S.R. in November. MaQsive ahipmentn of arms from the 
U.,j.J.rt. were received shortly thereafter, ;ilon," with several thou- 
sand Soviet military advisors, and by December Hanoi was ready for 
another try. 

This time, in order to provide a Khmer cover for invasion, 
they set up a "Kront"— a nicety overlooked in 1977. This "Front" 
has a certain comical aspecti it seems to be composed of people 
off the street. None of its leading elements are known to have 
pltyed any notable role in Kampuchean politics before. Kor example, 
Heng Samrin, the chairman of the -yront", is variouoly described in 
press reports as an army political commissar at various levels, a 
divisional commander, battalion commander, and a bri^nde commanden 
Khmera active in the revolution for many years have never heard of 
him. 

by late December of 1978, the invasion was well under way. 
At least thirteen divisions — 130,000 troops — had entered Kampuchea, 
with extremely heavy air support. (Estimates range as high as 
eighteen divisions.) At this point, the Vietnamese leaders may 
have been somewhat concerned for their international reputation! 
on December 23, in Phnom Penh, assassins attacked a guest houae in 
which three Western journalists — Richard Dudman, Elizabeth liecker, 
and Malcolm Caldwell--were staying, and murdered Caldwell. His 
sympathy for Kampuchea and his skepticism about the atrocity stories 
were well knowni Knd , an a respected progressive journalist, his 
eyewitness testimony in favor of Kampuchea would have had a signifi- 
cant impact on public opinion. 
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THhl CURRENT SITUATION AND THii PROGNOSIS 

As we .^o to press, the invaders are in a position rather 
worse than that of Lon Nol. They hold some of the major cities — 
though their hold is precarious j Kompong Som has changed hands 
three times and Purcat twice. They dare not move alonp. the 
highways, unless they do 30 in force. and having to rebuild every 
bridge they come to bIowb them down a pood deal. Their supply 
lines are extreme l.y extended and vulnerable. Their troops are not 
ethnic Khmern, and aerial bombardment does nothing to endear them 
to the Kampuchean people, who supported the government even before 
the Vietnamese arrived. It goes without saying that the invaders 
have failed to pacify the countryside, lighting continues every- 
where, especially near the Vietnamese border, where their control 
ought to be strongest. 

Hanoi will not be able to maintain an army of occupation, 
numbering over 100,000 men, in Kampuchea for any length of time 
without a vastly increased militarization of their already troubled 
economy and the conaequent total dependence on the Soviet Union. 
So f-ey must now hope to throttle off any route of resupply from 
outside the country, expecting that this will cause resistance to 
collapse. But even if they do succeed in cutting off all external 
supplies— by no means a certainty— such supplies are not necesaary 
to forces fighting people 'a war. Materiel can be captured from the 
enemy, and food supplied by base areas within the country. Thus, 
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if the Vietnamese expect to starve out the government forces, they 
will have to starve the people as well. 

Thus, the invasion i« not only an economic burden to Hanoi \ 
it is rapidly turning into a political liability as well. Only 
the U.S.S.R. and a few countries within its immediate orbit have 
extended diplomatic recognition to the puppet government. The 
A. S. E.A.N, countries (Thailand, Malaysia, Singapore, Indonesia, 
and the Philippines) have condemned the invasion and demanded 
the withdrawal of all foreign troops t and the U.N. Security Coun- 
cil passed a resolution to the same effect, sponsored by the non- 
aligned nations on the Council (Bangladesh, Bolivia, Gabon, 
Jamaica, Kuwait, Nigeria, and Zambia), This resolution waja 
vetoed by the Soviet Union — on the pious ground that it consti- 
tuted an interference in the internal affairs of Kampuchea* 
Statements of support for Kampuchea and opposition to the invasion 
have been made by Rumania, Yugoslavia, and North Korea, among 
others. 

Progressives in the developed nations are also beginning to 
see the implications of this invasionj coalitions supporting Kam- 
puchea have formed in major cities in the U.S. and Europe, and 
demonstrations have been held in New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, 
Oslo, Stockholm, Paris, Dacca, Rome, India and elsewhere. Organ- 
izations and governments giving humanitarian and development aid 
to Vietnam are reconsidering 1 for example, the Nordic countries 
have canceled an aid program amounting to several hundred million 
dollars a year, and an imoortant group of Japanese agricultural 
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orpanizations has canceled a program of rice shipments desperately 
needed by Vietnam. 

In summation, prospects for the ultimate victory of the Kam- 
puchean revolution against attempts at annexation are excellent. 
The bankruptcy, even as short-term realpolitik . of dependence on 
a Soviet mortgage haB become unmistakably clear \ and so has the 
danger posed by such a policy to countries having the misfortune 
to be the neighbors of an aspiring "regional power". The Soviet 
Union, and those countries which have hitched their wagon to its 
somewhat tarnished star, stand isolated as the main aource of 
aggression and war in the world today, and their contempt for the 
independence Rnd sovereignty of nations can no longer be concealed. 
And once again, the lesson la clean the liberation of nations 
stands or fallH, not by "superior arms", but by the people's will. 
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INTERNATIONAL REACTION TO THE INVASION 

Except for the countries most thoroughly dominated by the 
Soviet Union, world opinion of the actions of Vietnam has been 
strongly negative. Of particular interest are the reactions of 
Asian and nonaligned countries. 

The foreign ministers of the A.S.E.A.N. countries (Thailand, 
Malaysia, Singapore, Indonesia, and the Philippines), meetin-- in 
aangkok, issued a statement on January 13 demanding immediate and 
total withdrawal of foreign forces from Kampuchean territory, and 
Collins on the U.N, Security Council to take necessary steps to 
restore peace, security, and stability in Indochina. Some days 
previously, the Japanese government had warned Vietnam that it 
would "cautiously assess" its aid policy— amounting to $?0 million 
in the coming fiscal year — since such aid was dasigned to improve 
living standards in Vietnam, not boost its military strength. In 
the Philippines, the Daily Express , in an editorial of January 12, 
commented that "The bigger fear, particularly to the Southeast 
Asian nations, lies in the attainment by Vietnam of its dreams of 
an "Indochina Federation", and concluded that the implications of 
the invasion were "...alarming, and should spur governments of the 
region to immediately reassess their internal stability and defense 
capabilities in the light of the new development." The Times 
Journal of the Philippines said on the same day that "The startling 
developments brought about by the Vietnamese military blitzkrieg 
have posed new dangers to the Southeast Asian region." It quoted 



16 



Prince Sihanouk's observation that Thailand. Malaysia, and ^ing- 
apore would be next and remarked that "His prediction should not 
be dismissed easily." In Thailand, the Uao ^iari said in an edi- 
torial that Vietnam had mobilized military forces to intrude into 
Kampuchea, and warned that Thailand might be next (January 11} I 
the previous day, an article in the paper said that the invasion 
proved that Vietnamese Prenier Pham Van Don- was a liar in declar- 
ing that Vietnam "cherishes peace" and "renounces war". 

Among the nonaligned countries, Yugoslavia has been particu- 
larly forthright in ita criticism. On January 11. the spokesman 
of the Foreign Secretariat declared that Kampuchea's independence, 
sovereignty, and territorial integrity .. .have been placed in 
question by foreign military intervention," and stated that "... 
any foreign aggression or intervention under the pretext of disa- 
greement with a country's social-political system or any other ex- 
cuse is impermissible." The following day, a senior Yugoslav 
official, Miloa Hinic, suggested that the invasion was an attempt 
by the Soviet Union to extend its sphere of influence. And the 
Foreign Minister, Josip Vrhovec, warned of the dangers of hegemony, 
and insisted that "we must consistently adhere to the principles 
of the policy of independence against foreign intervention and 
foreign interference" at a dinner for the foreign minister of Cuba. 

Finally, in North Korea, the Pyonr.yane. newspaper Rodon g Sinmun 
on January 12 carried an editorial on the invasion. As we go to 
press, we have only an abridged wire-service translation of this 
editorial, which runs aa followsi 



17 



According to reports, huge armed forces Invading from outside 
have brought binder their control almost the whole territory of 
Kampucheaincluding the capital city of Phnom Penh. 

The government of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam claims 
that the present situation has been created by an -armed uprising 
of the "National United Front for the National Salvation of Kampu- 
chea." 

But the world's broad public would not believe in this claim 
nor can believe in it. 

The government of Democratic Kampuchea is an independent law- 
ful government established at the general will of the Kampuchean 
people . 

Democratic Kampuchea is a sovereign and independent state 
recognized by Southeast Asian countries including Vietnam and a 
great many countries of the world and a full-fledged member of the 
non-aligned movement. 

Even according to the announcement of the Vietnamese side, the 
"National United Front for the National Salvation of Kampuchea" was 
formed about a month ago. How can it mobilize in such a short per- 
iod vast quantities of military equipment including so many planes, 
tankB and artillery pieces and regular armed forces of more than 10 
divisions? This surpasses the imagination of the ordinary people. 

It is not without reason that the world public views the pres- 
ent armed control of Democratic Kampuchea as one by a massive mili- 
tary action of the Vietnamese aide. 

It is intolerable to resort to an open armed action against a 
legitimate revolutionary power and overthrow it, under whatever 
pretext it may be committed. 

But Vietnam calls the revolutionary power of Kampuchea and its 
leaders a "clique" and launched an open armed intervention to over- 
throw the revolutionary power of Kampuchea for the mere reason that 
it does not agree with their policy and style of work. 

The Vietnamese control of Kampuchea by crossing the border 
through a massive military action i3 an outright infringement upon 
the national independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of 
Kampuchea and a crude violation of the publicly recognized interna- 
tional law. 

This is an open challenge discrediting socialism and endanger- 
ing peace. 

In particular, the Kampuchean people offered the area of Parrot 
Beak and many other areas of Kampuchea as the operational and supply 
bases and actively supported and cooperated with the Vietnamese 
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people materially and morally at the difficult time of the v i«;t- 
naineoe people's war of resistance against U.S. aggression and for 
national salvation in defiance of the wanton pressure and armed 
intervention by the imperialists and the reactionaries at home. 

It muHt be said that the act of Vietnam 1b an ungrateful 
act discarding the revolutionary sense of duty. 

Kampuchea and Vietnam are both members of the non-aligned 
movement. 

The non-aligned movement takes it as itB lofty idea to oppose 
all brands of domination and subjugation and defend independence. 
This movement takes as the basic principle of its activities res- 
pect for each other's sovereignty and territorial integrity, non- 
interference in each other's internal affairs and non-use of force. 

From the first days of the dispute between Democratic Kampuchea 
and Vietnam we have advised that it should be solved in a peaceful 
way through negotiations between the two fraternal countries. 

The present developments in Kampuchea give a serious lesson 
to the world people. 

We witness clearly here once again that the ambition for dom- 
inating and controlling other countries cnn be seen in a comparably 
small country, too. 

It is clear that if a precedent of one country dominating and 

controlling another country with Btrength 1b overlooked today, some 

other country will conquer and subjugate still another country to- 
morrow. 

If the jungle law prevalent in the last period is permitted 
now, the revolutionary cause of the people for building an indepen- 
dent and prosperous world will suffer a serious setback. 

Therefore, the world people should heighten vigilance against 
all sorts of dominationiHt aggressive manoeuvres and unite strength 
in opposing them. & 

Only by waging a vigorous struggle against imperialism and 
dornlnationi3m, can the people consolidate national independence, 
achieve the independent development of the country and build a free 
and peaceful, new world free from all manner of domination and sub- 
j ugjQt ion ■ 

mt.-!.^"^ 1 ? Pe ° ple a !; oula ""* allov ' m * formi! ■>' a»gres.sion and 
aSould^J^t^X^t^e? 8 '' 8 """"* P ° altiVe SMt ' 3 l " t Such a=t 

rulU R *".S:Jri5Sd"b,"lS ~?hS~i-T tt ° ti0n ° f -™ 1 ""'* *»< 



We advise Vietnam to ponder over the matter and immediately 
withdraw its armed forces from the Kampuchean territory. 

We hop* that the national sovereignty and territorial integ- 
rity of Kampuchea will be guaranteed, the Kampuchean people be 
left to shap* their destiny by themselves and an era of genuine 
peace cone to Southeast Asia at an early date. 

(Xinhua) 
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STATEMENT OF THE GOVERNMENT OF 
DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA JANUARY 11,1979 

The Vietnamese enemy aggressors, annexationists , 
swallowers of territory of Kampuchea and externinatora 
of the Kampuchean nation have mobilized hugo forces, inclu- 
ding d lot of tanks and heavy artillery piccea as well aa 
planes of all kinds, such as MI G-T 9-2 1 -2 3 to launch large- 
scale invasion and aggression against Democratic Kampuchea, 
causing immense devastations to the Kompuchc-Bn people, 
and temporarily occupied a number of cities and the capital 
of Phnom Penh. Concerning this situation^ the Government 
of Democratic Kampuchea would like to issue the following 
Statement i 

The frenzied invasion by the Vietnamese aggressors 
supported by their master, the 5oviet Union, is the most 
criminal act aiming at exterminating the nation and 
the people of Kampuchea. This aituation causes indeed 
temporary difficulties to the Kampuchean people. But 
the heroic Kampuchean people and the heroic Revolutionary 
Army of Kampuchea have most courageously opposed the enemy 
in their capacity aG the holders af the banner of indepen- 
dence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of the glorious 
Democratic Kampuchea, the banner of national honour and 
dignity of the Kampuchean people. They arc resolute in 
fighting the Vietnamese enemy aggressors, annexationists 
and swnllawcrs of territories and their masters with 
blazing hatred and loftiest revolutionary heroism. 
This struggle is sprcoding all over tho country, 
its intensity surpassing that at the beginning of 
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our fivc-ye.r war. Ende-.:«cl with this heroism, our whole 
people cnJ whole revolutionary army of Kampuchea are 
determined to unite as one, endure all kinds of diffi- 
culties ..r.d sufferings, and continue to carry out 
the peopled war in conformity with th. Statement -de 
by Prime -inister Pol Wot dated January 5, 1979, to reso- 
lutely and totally annihilate the Vietnam enemy 
aggressors, annexationists and swallowors of territories 

At present, the heroic peopl, and Revolutionary 
Arny of Kampuchea are waging a resolute struggle, reso- 
lutely refuse to kneel down in front of the Vietnamese 
oncny. The experiences in the history of struggle of 
the Kanpuchean people themselves as well as those in 
the history af the peoples the world over havo clearly 
confirmed that any people, victim of aggression end 
oppression, once they arc -solute to struggle, will 
S urely triumph. We have now preserved all oux .ffectxve 
strength. All the leaders headed by Comrade Secretary 
of the Central Committee "of the Communist Party of 
Kampuchea and Prime Minister of the Government of 
Denocratic Kampuchea Pol Pot are now leading the 
Kampuchean people in the sacred territory °J/^ hea 
to courageously wage the struggle, and allure resolu- 
tely and categorically determined to hold aloft the banner 
of thn Kampuchean nation, the banner of independence, 
sovereignty and territorial integrity r nationol honour 
and dignity and the race of Kampuchea and to ensure 
their perenniality, despite all difficulties and sacri- 
fices they hove to surmount and cniiurc. 

•r n nmnI Tntic Kampuchea having 
The Government of Democratic r.um H u 

Conrode Secretary Pol Pot as Prime Minister, in its capa- 
city as the one responsible fox the destiny of the whole 
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oil the occupied territories, and thua naI;o thair contri- 
bution to the peace, security and stability in Aaia and 
in the Pacific region. Final victory balanga to 
the Kompuchcan people. 

Tho Kampuchean notion, the Kompuchcan; people, 
the Kampuchean race, tho Kompuchcan traditionD and 
civilization will live for ever ! 

Kampuchea, Januory ll, 1979 



SPKKCH BY PRINCE NORODOM SIHANOUK 
m?T.TVttRKn TO THE U-N T SECURITY COUNCIL 

JANUARY 11,1979 

Respited Mr. President of the Security Council, 
Respected Mr. Secretary General, 
Respected MM. Chiefs of Delegation, 
Honorable delegates, 

Firstly .ay I be permitted to than, the .e.bors of the Council 
.oat sincerely for the genuine sympathy they have extended to the 
people of Democratic Kampuchea. Ae a result of that eynpethy, today 
I have been granted the honour of coding here to give then en 

li mthnt. the current 
objective eccount of the Kompuchcan problem, or, 

Kanpucheon-Vietnemoee problem. 

Ao indeed the whole world khnowa . my country ie tho victim of 
a leroe-ecelo act of flagrant .agression by the Socioliot Republic 
of Vietnam, a country which had described itself as our -brother . 
our "faithful companion, in arms in the anti-colonialist end cnt,- 
i m perialist S t, 9g l e % a country wnich had ■ ■-«*„■ that it «a . 
.socialist comrade", "belonging, as does Ca.bodia , to the ca.p 
the non-pligned States". 

►. r n^rr nrcciselv, throughout the 
In the not too distent past or, more precis j, 

l-SOs and i97Cs, the principal loaders of thv p.rty and the 
Sovcrn^ent of the D,.ocr a tic R BP uhli= of Viet Ha*, and thooe of the 
National Liberation Frnnt and tne rroviaionai Govexn.ent of the 

Urlll1r in Duofi. First Secrotory 
n^public of South Victn a », an porUcular Lc Oua^. 
of th. Vi tn 0maS = Co^unist F.rt,. ^ V a „ D„n 9 . Tx^e h,n,.t.r 
.f the Rep^c of UiB tna„Vo N„ uy cn Gi.p. D..p U t y P.i-. ",»- «. 
BinLfx Of «.ti.n.l n e fenc e and C«..nd..-i^hi.f of t h r. d 
ui' ~f Vietnam Nquven Huu Tho and 
Forcaa of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. 9 H yernment 

a.- , it, -,ri of Stntc and Head of Government 
Huynh Tan Phat, respectively 1U .ad of jtn „..+„„- 

of th. ...olutionor, S ™.rn-.nt of too R.pubUc of South 

„„. „v„ «...- *. -- « •;7 : ;;:; , ;r;.::;.,^... 

vJ rite to Korodom Sihanouk, then Hr«d of State 
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socialist Vietnam, th^ir revolutionary Vietnam, their B nti-coloni B - 
liste, anti-imperialiat. anti-war Vietnam held it to be ond would 
continue to hold it tc be their a3C red duty sedulously and 
unswervingly to respect the independence, sovereignty, neutrality 
and territorial integrity of "fraternal" Kampuchea. 

But, on the very morrow of the final victory, in April 1975 
- a victory over imperialism _ and in the wake of the reunification 
of the two Vietnam. North end South, the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam decided, cold-blocdedly , to embar* upon a vary special 

operation" the ultimate goal of which was nothing leaa than to 
awallow up -little" Kampuchea j U8t as a starving boa constrictor 
would fling itBalf upon an innocent animal. 

St «"i»B " that certainly is and has baen an apt description 
M the Dcialiot RBpuMic of Victo _ ^ t ^ n ^ 

TtlZ " d radi ° nEtWOrkS ^ a11 th » " u "*^« «" *h. world, 

with the exception of c ourB , nf +k 

USSR .„d th . U55fi its.If " T "-ntr.es closel* u„ k . d to th. 

Mo.-t.H, ^ "'""" ••"> continu. to stres. 

" ^ h T S " CieUSt "-■"■"■= °' «■*"« • .»« -i-c- its 

L ; r: without any — ""»» « ««..«,. «. . B ,i.„i. 

-. t ;: P :;i D r:; ;:™r:°:;. in the s ° uth ° f th ° •-"> 

if lndu.trl.Uz.tion " " 1 ° nl * 11 "- '" '"• »«9« °f coU.p..; 
-ore corrupt. »**•*«", to „„» the least, becoming „ er 



xerotic Knmpuchc in full economlc 



in u,„ circumat onco= , „ Deno 

-innumerable fields whrre fr,,u +» 
all kinds of v^etnhT.c , ,. trce ° ' moi2e - sugar-cane, 

" crops G ro„ in great profusion, not 
m its subcoi l ond tnc harn , Qnioua 



of ^getables and other 
mention the wealth that 
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expansion of its industrialize tion, could not but orouse envy in our 
great neighbour where an age-old tradition - a tradition held In 
"high esteem" by all the successive Vietnamese regimes so far - was 
prompting it to undertake the !,i,_hly "profitable" colonization of 
Kampuchea. 

Your Excellency Mr. President, 

Your Excellency hr. Secretary General, 

Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

My saying what I have just said about Vietnam does not 
constitute interference in the internal affairs of that country; 
there i 8 a necessity which makes it my duty to create a batter 
understanding of the reasons why my fatherland has always had 
to put up with acts of aggression and other armed attacks from 
Vietnam, which hove been going on since the fifteenth century. 

From the fifteenth to the heginning of the twentieth 
century, Vietnam, in spite of the bitter and indomitabia rasis- 
tonco of the army and people of Kampuchea, succeeded in swallowing 
up e good half of Kampuchea. That half became what is known today 
as "South Vietnam", it used to be the south of Kampuchea. 

Although this is inconceivable in the 1970s, when all 
the talk is of respect for the United Nations Charter and 
the just principles of non-alignment, the Socialist Republic 
of Vietnam, a Member moreover of the United Nations and a full- 
fledged member of the "family" of the non-aligned countries, 
io not embarraoseit by any scruples. Greatly ancouracjed by 
its multivarious alliances, in particular a de facto military 
alliance with the U55R, one of the two world super-Powers, 
drawing comfort from the total and unconditional support accorded 
it by the Powers of the "Warsaw Pact* 1 , with the exception Df 
Romania, respecting the "good" ancestral traditions of shamelessly 
swallowing up small neighbours whenever the opportunity presented 
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.t„lf and „ UMt . d als()i „. „ u5t po . nt ^^ ^^ 

«. t h.t it hed nurtu „ d f „ „ |ony ycars _ the So=iaiiat £ 

'""";•" t0 th = P*"* •' W Wn „ an .«-.„» attac* 
Kltn all the power of Its "Hitlerite 
qu«8t of Kampuchea. 



armed forces for the con* 



The »"""i". advance of „ hoot of „„ ou „ d tankB „ d 
ZllTZ "* a d "" inf °" tlJ ' dl '"' i ''" '"PP-'t-d by 

o „ od heavy „ tm ^_ prcceded ^^ protected y 

that ! - 11 **"■" ln = lu «"» HIS-2,. and ,„,« H ,G- 2 3a; 

a «•-«-». . «xit.bl. .-r.^-*,!. ..litz...... i„ nature. 

*.U .«t„ at the b., lni , lng of th . Sec0 „ d ^ ^ 

^. s t^tc\o°:rr° ua and doat -" y £ ° tha "»■■* 
::~:~ :: ~— ^r;-;; :;;:. 
-::::; ;:::: rr^L^r --^ *-■-'---*- 

"■.p.et.d te . Present of th . 5Bcurity CQunci 
"eapect.d Hr. Secretory General, 
Excellenciea, Ledics and Gentlemen. 



I wish now to 
United Front f or 
Government. 



omething about the so-called 'Notional 
taon.l Salvation of Kampuchea' and lts so _ called 



2 December l97B . r repBot § 2Deccmbcr ^ 

»ow th. formidable GudRria , „ Rommel . style ffblit2kriBgR 
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which was launched by the sc-ca\lud Front for tho National Sal- 
vation of Kampuchea was unleashed against us on 25 December 1 978 . 
I repeat. 25 December . 970. 

Even schoolchildren at the primnry level would be unable 
to believe that in the extremely short space of only 22 deya, 
this tiny and insignificant so-called Kampuchean Front could 
recruit, equip, teach, train and lick into shape such an "Olympian" 
armed force of so many components and furthermore equipped with 
machines and weapons requiring a perfect mastery of electronics 
end ballistics, not to mention the "special" skills that can be 
possessed only by units which have already taken part in large- 
scale operations. 

In the face of the insolent claim on the part of tho Socia- 
list' Republic of Vietnam to the effect that the war that is raging 
in Kampuchea (Cambodia) is only a civil war without any Vietnamese 
involvement, the Kampuchcan people, throunlr me, has the honour 
of assorting vigorously that this wir in purely a war of aggression, 
annexation, colonization and regional hpgemonism unilaterally* 
arbitrarily and unjustly unleashed by the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam against little Kampuchea. 

The an-colleri Kampuchea National United Front fox Notional 
Salvation and ito ''^jovL•Tnttl^nt , " arc, in fact, only a pitiful smoke- 
screen designed to hide from the outside world the criminal and 
repugnant enti-Kampichcan undertaking of the Socialist Republic 
of Vietnam, which shows its contempt of other sovereign countries 
and peoples of the world hy fcedinq them iuch obvious lies that 
evan a child cannot give them any credence. 

Those countries which have hastened to accord "de jure" 
recognition to the "Government" of Hong Sararin, the pitiful puppet 
of the Vietnamese, expose themselves ?>g the intimate accompliceo 
that they are of th<i Socialist Republic Df Vietnam in its current 
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-ttampt tc annihilate independent, 50verBign , ncutral ^ 
Kampuchea. 



nd nan-aligned 



.nd . , I ^ ' h ° """ """^ " hiC:h Pri " J"»"«. *«■<"•■» 

o c ;:: s d poutiMi pr ° Mt * -» *- »«■■« -.». .-. . p.*-* 

, t I T"" 9 the d " p - d,ed d « oit ° f «-*"■- «- »* 

i™«in, h a „h ole WDrld t „ e>Btcise ptcsaute ^ ^ to nake 

*. «..„ thair indcpondBn „ and „ ationol terIitoI J ^^^ 

Without « nw • ♦ \ "aolved by Kampucheans alon, 

without any interference f rom 0utside countriea> 

Your Excellency ^ r . P resident| 

Your Excellency Hr . Secretory General, 

Exc e ii encioQr Ladies and Gentl emen , 

I should like to present t n + h r 

ui .t. t .„ nt . ,„„. „„:;:, ; -- ■=«-» r ~- 

P"ce which aho„, firsl t „„, t . J>"t«e, independsnc. and 

for National Sai : atio : ;/" ' th h ° "-""' d "'"""l »«« ti r„„t 
aUDn or Kampuchea and its "[;„„„„, .„ 

-— .- in „ asio „, c : : : :;t . of a fi — «* - 

vi=t nnmi and , thirdly/ that th> •; ";::; """^ ■* 

«.u B t be caterinHr.ii , al Vlctnamcse enterprise 

Kampuchea, 



- evacuate all itfl Qrmed and ^ ^^ ^ 
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A - United States of America 

Hij Excellency Ambassador Andrew Young Baid i 
"It would be most cynical for us to allow Governments to be 
stricken from thp rolls simply because another Power moves in 
and says it no longer exists. 1 would be reluctant, if I ware 
the Soviet Union and Vietnam, to admit that the Government 
no longer exists, because it would aeem as though they know 
too much about it to be innocent of it." 

Mr. Bedding Carter, a United States State Department 
spokesman, stated : 

"foe. Vietnam, through its invasion of Kampuchea, is guilty of 
invasion. They (the Vietnamese) have violated the territorial 
integrity of Kampuchea. What we clearly want is the withdrawal 
of foreign intervention." 



His Excellency Mr. 5oncda f Foreign Minister of Japan, 
said ! 

n The Japanese Government will call for the withdrawal of 
Vietnamese troops from Kampuchea." 

C - Kuwait 

Hia Exccllnncy thc Deputy Prime Minister and Minister 
for Foreign Affairs of Kuwait, Shaikh Jober Al-Ahmed Al-Sabah, 
declared : 

n Vfo informed thc Soviet Ambassador that we ore opposed to any 
aggression against the sovereignty end freedom of a small nation. 
We hold that every Member of the United Nations haa the right 
to call for a Security Council cession oa it thinks necessary. 
We support Kampuchea's demand. She has been aubjocted to an aggres- 
sion which needs to be diacusoed at the Security Council. Such 
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an aggression implies a threat to the security ond territorial 
integrity of a cuvercign Gtatc." 

D - 5wedsn_ 

His Excellency fir. Hans Olix, Foreign Minister of Sweden, 
aaid j 

n Foreign intervention in Kampuchea is a threat to the interests 
of oil small countries. The Swedish Government io opposed to 
foreign military intervention in Kampuchea, considering it a viola- 
tion of the United Nations Charter." 

E - Colombia 

His Excellency Mr. Diego Uribc Vargas, foreign Minister 
of Colombia, stated : 

* Any menace to peace, no matter what it is, is an event which 
causes peoples' prcor.cupation. I believe that the United Nations 
should Bet immediately." 

F - Australia 

His Excellency Mr. Malcolm Frascr, Priroc Minister of 
Australia, declared : 

• The Vietnamese invasion has created rick of serious intensi- 
fication of the war into o regional conflict which would have 
3criaus consequsnecs for nil who live in the region. ThB very fact 
that Vietnam has signed an agreement that contains security 
elements with the Soviet Union tends to introduce the EoBtern-bloc 
approach to politics in South-Fast f\sia. n 

G — Romania 



According to the official daily newspaper of the Romanian 
Communist Party, Scinteia, Homanie condemns i 

" the aupport given (by Vietnam) to elements which have risen 

against the authorities of their own country. There can be no 



arguments to justify intervention and intwfnencc in the affairs 
of another State, whatever form they may take." 

H - Yugoslavia 

Mr. Cedomir Vuchovic, commentator of the State Radio of 
Yugoslavia, has said t 

" Every people, including the people of Cambodia, has the right 
to decide on its own what system it will build. It io quite 
another question wether this system pleases or does not please 
someone outside." 

Reapected Your Excellency ttr. President, 
Respected Your Excellency Mr. Secretary General, 
Reapected Your Excellencies Chiefs of Delegation, 
Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I wish now to describe to members very briefly the situation 
now prevailing in my country. Democratic Kampuchea. 

1 - The Vietnamese enemy has occupied Fhnom Penh, our capital, 
most of our cities, end part of ous countryside. 

2 - The Government and Army of Democratic Kampuchea, the only 
legal State of K am puchea, ore respectively administering and 
defending our country in the unoccupied zone, which contains 

a small number of towns near the Kampuchcan-Thoi border, as well 
HB part of the national territory. 

The lenders of Democratic Kampuchea are still in our c.un. 
tr y, the seat of our Government is in one of our mountains 

r + our Army our people, are fighting and will fight 
Dur Government, our Army, P P nP ; onist and colonialist 
to the death against tho Vietnamese expansionist 

invader. 

We shall never surrender. We may lose everything but 
W e will never lose ,ut national honour. 
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Respected Your Cxccllrnr.y Kr. President, 
Respected Your Excellcnny fir, Secretory General, 
Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Before concluding my statement, I wish to point out to 
Hi. Excellency, thi> head of the Soviet delegation, which ia so 
hostile to mine, that the, fact that the legal government of 
« given country has lost a battle to on enemy Power having over- 
whelming superiority in arms and that it has had to yield tempo- 
rary control over the capital of that country, does not mean 
that the i Bgo i Government in question b«cn BCS| ipso facto, illegel 
end that it has to bo rcplnced in the United rations by a puppet 
regime put together by the foreign occupier. In 1940, General 
de Gaulle, the true symbol of Franc,, had to retreat to London - 
following the temporary loss of the French capital, Paria, to 
the Hitlerite invaders. 

In his statement just now in favour of the K anip uch BB n 
traitors in the pay of^Vie. tna-cr.e conquerors. His Excellency 
the Ambassador of thc + Snviet Socialist ^publics seemed to Cflte 
»ore about Kampuchea t„ ftn the Kampuchea,* themselves - which 
cannot fail to be surprising. 

In response to this surprising prctnncion, permit me 
to recall that the Union of Soviet 5c.ci.list Hepublics has 
the bad habit of raining in Fbn,m Penh with Kampuchea traitors. 
Between 1970 and 1975, instead f standing nhoulder to shoulder 
with the Ka.puchnan ,,,triot 3 „ llQ were fitting against imperialism, 
and the cli que of the traitor Ion Nnl t UlI! Gov.ict Embassy made 
.particular point of collaborntin, nnd c-o-nper-ting with the reac- 
tionary Lon Nol group, fascist and war criminals though they were. 
The same applied to Czechoslovakia, who,, prcsent rfinimc gladl 
allowed Ru.sion tank* in „6b to CIUsn C „ choolowak patrlota . 
I shall acy nothing „oic ahnut that ri n ht now. 
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Respected Your Excellency Mr, f rn'.-.irlant , 
Respected Your Excellency f-!r. Secretary General, 
Excellencies, Ladies anri Gentlemen, 

In conclusion, we should like to express to the Council 
our deep gratitudo and our confidence, and we sincerely hops 
thot in its forthcoming resolution, it will for the sake of 
justice end peace in the world, firstly, condemn the Socialist 
RBpublic of Vietnam, which has without any justification committed 
aggression and invaded and colonized Democratic Kampuchea % 
secondly, ensure that there is no de -jure or even de facto 
recognition of the so-called new State of Kampuchea; thirdly, 
demand that the Socialist Republic of Vietnam put an immediate 
end to its aggression and withdraw totally, unconditionally and 
immediately all its armed forces and all its military end civi- 
lian components from the territory of Kampuchea; fourthly, 
call on all the specialized agencies of the United Nations end 
other international organizations connected with the United Nations 
and all Governments throughout the world to cease and refuge 
any financial, economic, military, material or other aid to 
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam and its puppets, in order 
to prevail upon Vietnam to give up its brutal treatment of 
Kampuchea and it:, threatening of other countries of Sauth-Eaet 
Aein and stability end peace in Asia and throughout the world) 
fifthly, in the event of Vietnam's continuing ita totally unjuoti- 
fiod eggroaoion and maltreatment of Kampuchoo, reconvene in oxdex 
to take further o P proprinte measures to prevail upon Vietnam 
to reepect the indonrndence , sovereignty , territorial integrity 
and peace of Knmpuchea, in keeping with tho spirit and latter 
of the United Notionn Charter. 

Respected Your Excellency Mr. Prnaidont, 
Respected Your Excellency Mr. Secretary General, 
Excellencies, Ladioa and Gentlemen, 

From the bottom of my heart I thank the membera of 
the Council for their concrrn for mc. 
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